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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 05/08/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Applicant has argued that Wood 007' does not disclose a hint having a 
written or stated information. The Examiner takes the position that the highlighting of 
cards indicating four card flush or four card straight is stated information. The rejection 
follows. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-13, 17 and 19-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wood et al. 007. 

The patent to Wood et al. 007 discloses a method of operating a casino poker 
gaming machine. To play Wood et al. 007 game, the gaming machine displays 
decision-making game rounds (poker hands). Each decision making game round 
having a plurality of possible inputs (all the possible discard and draw strategies in draw 



poker). A player selects at least one input of the plurality of possible player inputs to 
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play each displayed decision-making game round, col. 3, lines 13-18. It is inherent that 
each displayed decision-making game round has a player's expected value, that is a 
function of the received at least one input. Before receiving the at least one input, when 
a player randomly receives four cards of the same suit (four card flush), Wood's 
gaming machine highlights the four cards that make up the four card flush, col. 3, line 
61 to col. 4, line 3. This highlighting is the displaying of at least one hint. The 
highlighting (hint) alerts the player a four card flush situation is present. The highlighting 
(hint) provides information to the player concerning at least one of the plurality of player 
inputs (The player is given the choice of whether or not to take automatically the fifth 
card which will complete the flush as a five card flush), col. 4, lines 4-7. Note, the player 
does not have to follow the highlight (hint), the player may opt to select other possible 
player inputs, see col. 6, line 65 to col. 7, line 14. Since four card flush hands occur 
randomly, and the highlight (hint) feature occurs only when the four card flush 
hand occurs, then the highlight (hint) features also occur randomly. Note, the 
highlight (hint) feature may also occur when a player receives other random poker card 
combinations such as four card straight, see col. 7, Ijnes 57-64. 

In regard to claims 2-4, Wood et al. 007 casino poker gaming machine is a 
knowledge-based (poker knowledge) casino game. Each decision-making game round 
is a question, wherein the initial poker hand is broadly a question (What strategy should 
I use to get the highest return?). The plurality of possible inputs corresponds to a 
plurality of answers. The highlight (hint) feature provides information to the player as to 
the correct answer. The only difference between Wood et al. 007 poker hand, and the 
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claimed "trivia questions" resides in the meaning and information conveyed by printed 
matter. Such differences are considered unpatentable, Ex parte Breslow, 192 USPQ 
431. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wood et 
al. 007. 

It is well known to play casino video card games over the internet. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to play Wood et al. 007 game over the internet in order to increase 
the number of customers, and increase revenue and profits for the casino. 

5. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wood et al. 007 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Wood 023. 

The Applicant is referred to the description of Wood 023 in the last Office action, 
mailed 08/19/05. Wood discloses an embodiment with a bonus game having a 
progressive jackpot, col. 6, lines 48-55. In view of such teaching, it would have been 
obvious to provide to Wood et al. 007 casino poker gaming machine, a bonus game 
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having a progressive jackpot. This modification would have made Wood et al. 007 
casino poker gaming machine more exciting to play. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin H. Layno whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4424. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 1st Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eugene Kim can be reached on (571)272-4463. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner i 
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